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So the bill was passed.
The result of the vote was announced

as above recorded.
A motion to reconsider was laid on

the table.
f

ORDER OF CONSIDERATION OF
AMENDMENTS AND POSTPONING
VOTES ON AMENDMENTS DUR-
ING FURTHER CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 3322, OMNIBUS CIVILIAN
SCIENCE AUTHORIZATION ACT
OF 1996

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that during further
consideration of H.R. 3322, pursuant to
House Resolution 427, it shall be in
order to consider the following amend-
ments, or germane modifications
thereof, in sequence: The amendment
numbered 15 printed by Representative
LOFGREN; the amendment numbered 6
printed by Representative KENNEDY of
Massachusetts; and the amendment
numbered 5 printed by Representative
JACKSON-LEE; the Chairman of the
Committee of the Whole may postpone
until a time during further consider-
ation in the Committee of the Whole a
request for a recorded vote on any of
those amendments or any amendments
thereto; and the Chairman of the Com-
mittee of the Whole may reduce to not
less than 5 minutes the time for voting
by electronic device on any postponed
question that immediately follows an-
other vote by electronic device without
intervening business, provided that the
time for voting by electronic device on
the first in any series of questions shall
be not less than 15 minutes.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
LAHOOD). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania?

There was no objection.
f

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members

may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on the material covered in the
debate on H.R. 3322 yesterday.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania?

There was no objection.
f

OMNIBUS CIVILIAN SCIENCE
AUTHORIZATION ACT OF 1996

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 427 and rule
XXIII, the Chair declares the House in
the Committee of the Whole House on
the State of the Union for the further
consideration of the bill, H.R. 3322.
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IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE

Accordingly the House resolved itself
into the Committee of the Whole House
on the State of the Union for the fur-
ther consideration of the bill (H.R.
3322) to authorize appropriations for
fiscal year 1997 for civilian science ac-
tivities of the Federal Government,
and for other purposes, with Mr. BUR-
TON of Indiana in the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.
The CHAIRMAN. When the Commit-

tee of the Whole House rose on Wednes-
day, May 29, 1996, title II was open for
amendment at any point.

Are there any amendments to title
II?

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Chairman, I move
to strike the last word.

Mr. Chairman, before we started the
debate today, I thought it would be
useful maybe to explain the reason for
the debate sequence and the way it
took place yesterday on the Democrat
substitute. Our side simply decided
that it was appropriate to allow the
Democrats to present, in any way they
wished to do and as broad as they
wished to present it, their substitute to
our bill.

We think that our legislative product
stands on its own, that it is a good
science bill, it is good for the environ-
ment, it is a good long-term bill. The
Democrats were obviously proud of
their work. We have them the oppor-
tunity to fully describe that work be-
fore going to a vote, and we thought
that was the right way to accommo-
date the debate in the House.

I do regret that in the course of that
debate there were a couple of inaccura-
cies particularly represented by the
gentleman from Texas when he referred
to the work of the committee. At one
point he referred to the work of the
committee as only producing one re-
port last year. I do wish to get that
corrected be in the RECORD, and I will
submit for be the RECORD a list of 16 re-
ports filed by this committee over the
year last year that indicates that this
committee was working.

I do think that there is a need to
produce quality rather than quantity
as the mark of a legislative committee,
and that is what we have been doing
both legislatively and in terms of the

oversight hearings that we have been
conducting. I just want to make cer-
tain that any inaccuracies that were
stated during that time are in fact cor-
rected, but I hope that we did see that
there is a contrast of views when the
Democrats present their side and we
present our side.

Now we will proceed ahead with the
bill and we will go through the amend-
ment process here, and I hope that that
amendment process will in fact
produce the result of a bill that can be
supported on a bipartisan basis on both
sides of the aisle.
AMENDMENT NO. 24 OFFERED BY MR. WELDON OF

FLORIDA

Mr. WELDON of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, I offer an amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will des-
ignate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Amendment offered by Mr. WELDON of
Florida: Page 26, line 12, strike
‘‘$2,167,400,000’’ and insert in lieu thereof
‘‘$2,107,400,000’’.

Page 30, line 11, strike ‘‘$1,957,850,000’’ and
insert in lieu thereof ‘‘$2,017,850,000, of which
$1,594,550,000 shall be for personnel and relat-
ed costs, $35,000,000 shall be for travel, and
$388,300,000 shall be for research operations
support’’.
MODIFICATION OF AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR.

WELDON OF FLORIDA

Mr. WELDON of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, I ask unanimous consent that my
amendment be replaced with a new
amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will re-
port the modification.

The Clerk read as follows:
Modification of amendment offered by Mr.

WELDON of Florida: Page 26, line 12, strike
‘‘$2,167,400,000’’ and insert in lieu thereof
‘‘$2,107,400,000’’.

Page 28, line 2, strike ‘‘$410,600,000’’ and in-
sert in lieu thereof ‘‘$405,600,000’’.

Page 28, line 3, strike ‘‘$95,500,000’’ and in-
sert in lieu thereof ‘‘$92,500,000’’.

Page 28, line 11, strike ‘‘$281,250,000’’ and
insert in lieu thereof ‘‘$276,250,000’’.

Page 30, line 11, strike ‘‘$1,957,850,000’’ and
insert in lieu thereof ‘‘$2,030,800,000, of which
$1,611,000,000 shall be for personnel and relat-
ed costs, $31,500,000 shall be for travel, and
$388,300,000 shall be for research operations
support’’.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the modification offered by the gen-
tleman from Florida [Mr. WELDON]?

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr.
Chairman, reserving the right to ob-
ject, we have not had an opportunity to
review this amendment, and we are
looking to determine the offset that
has been represented by the gentleman
from Florida [Mr. WELDON] at this
time.

Further reserving the right to object,
I yield to the gentleman from Florida
[Mr. WELDON] to explain his particular
amendment.
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Mr. WELDON of Florida. Mr. Chair-

man, if I may proceed, I believe the
gentlewoman will agree my amend-
ment is a good amendment.

The bill on the floor of the House has
a shortfall for NASA personnel fund-
ing. The gentleman from Pennsylvania,
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